The definitions of Im f/ and Ker ίy in §4 of [2] are incorrect. We will supply the appropriate ones here. With these definitions, the statements and proofs of Theorems 4.1 through 4.4 stand as written. Theorem 4.5 needs an additional hypothesis, which is given below. I would like to thank H. J. Baues for pointing out the difficulty in §4; his extension of those results will appear in [1] .
Let X be a CW-complex which is rationally (n -l)-connected and let π. denote πi(X)® Q, the rational homotopy of X. Let S(π,) denote the skew-symmetric tensor product (π, 0 π t )/R 9 where R is the subspace generated by {a 
